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..TYiA MAII I Kin n/l TC ~* *u:~ -~ r T. I ~ ■ 1 r 



-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
THE REPLY FILED 03 March 2005 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 

1 ' ® Sitter, fi ' ed aft f e I a ? n , a ' rejeCti0 l' but , pri0r t0 filing a Notice of *W eal To avoid abandonment of this application, applicant 
must tame y file one of the following replies: (1 ) an amendment, affidavit, or other evidence, which places the application in 

S Sinn fprr an ° e: (2) f NOt ' Ce t ApP * a J, (with appeal fee > in «""P'«nce with 37 CFR 41 .31 "or (3) a Request for Continued 
ExammaHon (RCE) in comphance with 37 CFR 1 .1 14. The reply must be filed within one of the following time periods: 
a) ^ The period for reply expires 3_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b> nopvpn^hl^ i 1) *" ma i'l n9 date ° f thi8 Advisory Action ' or (2 > date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later In 

no event, however, will the statutory penod for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection 

t5o!£S5 ^^SSg^^^ y CHECK B0X (b) WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHlN 

h^^n^HT/r^ ^ e f 0btained unde , r l 1 CFR 1 - 136 < a >- date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 
under 37 CFR 1 1 Tht^^Jir | p " r ^° ses 0 determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of thi fee. l^SS^SXL 
^. Lh >n m R = h ( } - ^'^ed from: (1) the exp.rat.on date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office acton i or (2) as 
ma^eT ^ *" *~ ^ - - "A ^ ofthe fina, reje^en^meTy^ 

NOTICE OF APPEAI 



aS JLm7 rraTi' 4 u COmp ': ance Wl * 37 C ™ 41 .37 must be filed within two months of the date of filing the Notice of 
S P h!L ( „ n h 3 3)) ' or , a "y extension thereof (37 CFR 41 .37(e)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. Since a Notice of Appeal 
has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41 37fa) 
AMENDMENTS n-M.or W . 



3. □ The proposed amendment(s) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 

(a) U They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below)- 

(b) U They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

(C) D Spe 3 |: e and/o d r eemed t0 P ' aCe apP ' ica,ion in betUir form for appeal ^ material| y reducin 9 ™ simplifying the issues for 
(d) □ They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)). 

4. □ The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .1 21 . See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324) 

5. |_| Applicant s reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

6 ' D n^raKbte S Sim( a sr ended C ' aim(S) ^ a " 0Wab,e " SUbmitted 3 Separate ' timely filed amend ™t canceling the 

] For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s): a) □ will not be entered, or b) H will be entered and an explanation of 
how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended explanation of 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows 

Claim(s) allowed: 

Claim(s) objected to: 



Claim(s) rejected: 1-7.9 and 10 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 
AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER FVIDFNP.F 



8. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after a final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered 

So^ 

9. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filino a brief will not hp 

entered because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome an rejections under appeal^ l^!p^^Mto^ a 
showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented See 37 CFR 41 SdWI ) 

REQUEST A " 6XP,anati0n ° f the StatUS ° f the Claims after ^ " -aw or attached. 



if Amument^ I S^S^n in^ considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 
■ ' !" , P Ct ? 101 Reiectl0ns are not Persuasiv e and integration with computing mgans. computer mm mto 

9 , A ^twork to determine an output result is ne cessary to over co m e t his rejection ana ^aae" 3 of the Rnf^ = 

2) Arguments ^ with respect l to the 11? , par, rejections of all outstanding rtahn. 1-7. 9 and 10 are n 0t persuasive It's «h7^ 

fflffi K? 1 3 ' me . 7r nti0n ' . th e Preamh ' e Ca " S f ° r " rePO rtin a 3 kft V "^"nana, indie ate,- h, „ the fas! " 
for determine the value and d.plav.no the determined value" Therefore, the scope appears to h e dealt with "disn lavmn th* 
yal^QheJ< ev performace indicator. Moreover. If s not clear the relationship 0 f "message" and "occurrence" in S mMriK tpn 
tojj^astz s tops of the claim 1 Elements of method claim must show so me kind of inter-relationship to comnl" te ?h™ n» T 
McMjLJL they are not needed in the claim , they should be taken out and not hanoinn Ioosp.v i n the body without "^ f 2 ^ 

3) Arguments with respect to the 103 reject ion s o f A ppa ratus Claims 9 and 10 over Calvpr a re not persuasive hPeansp HicH.co the 

comput mces so r (server) with me mory conn ected to the processor to r eceive business riat d^i^"lfv2K^ 
renortmabac k to the user or display in g to the u se r o n a n Interface with an gers or solutions AnS the same nlriol s to a 
sjmilaj^usin ess 'ssues/d a ta wou ld have been obvious to a skilled artisan absent evident of unexpected \ r^ Z ? 
unexpectedr esults have bee n sho wn. Moreover, for an Apparatus claim nn | v structural plpmpn,s /feato?es c a rnaten tahl B 

I t j A\t 1 i l .t f^. f 5| 1528 : Man " er ° r ° PeratinCI >h * f1eVlCe d ° eS " 0t riiffflr e ntiate apparatus Haim from th„ 

1 .1 :. ^' Jil!. £ /T7 f the appara us ^ "° patentable weioht - See MPFP 9114 N ote a ' s ° that *» wnrkfl ° w 

manager, as shown in claim 9 , has no elemental structures exc e pt for the intended functions "r eiving outouttina" 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08 or PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 
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